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October 11. 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communicat ions Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Bashington. D C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
stronglir that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTU-reception equipment u r i l l  enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTU-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Jon Goldstsin 
123 Alhambra St 
San Francisco. CA 94123 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for &@tal 
telewsion. As a consumer and cihzen, I feel strongly that such a policywould be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electromcs must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the smdios to 
tell technologstr what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necerranly reflect 
what consumers like me actually want> and It could result m me bemg charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issuer a broadcast flag mandate, they should put together a panel of disinterested professionals who 
wll have in mind consumer's right: as well as H o l l ~ ~ o o d s .  Puthng the people who tried to b m  VCRr and 
Tivo'r in charge of such a thmg could be deuestabng for those of us who worknon-rtmdard hours and would 
like to be able to watch some pnme-time telexmion. 

Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

James Icunert 
4409 Hunters Glen Dr 
Sheboygan, WI 53083 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 12:24:58 PM, 10/11/03 5413023099 - 

October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Ibthleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NLQ 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I a m  writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digtal 
televlsion. A5 a consumer and mhaen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmnte adophon of DTV. 

A robust. competihve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in mmufachlrers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing mome studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipmentwill enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. ?his  wll result in products that don't necesranly reflect 
what consumers like me actudywant3 and it could result in me bang charged more money for infedor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an inveshnent in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I unll not pay more tor  devlces that limit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast tlag technology for &@tal televlsion. Thank you for your &e. 

Sincesely, 

Enc Bourgeois 
888 Massachusetts Avenue 
Canbridge, MA 02139 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abemathy 
Federal Communicntians Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washi@on, D.C. 20554 

Dew Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital televiaion. As a c o m e r  
and citiren, I feel stmngly that such a policy would be bad for innovntion, consumer @t~, and the ultimate ado@on of D N .  

A robust, competitive market for consumer elecwo'onics must be rooted in manufacturers' nbility to innovate for their customers. nUowing 
movie studios to veto features of DN-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologirts what new producta they can 
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect whet coneume~s like me actually want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functiondty 

If the FCC issues B broadcut flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to m&e an invelhnent in DN-capnble receiver@ and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that b i t  my i&ts at the behest of Hollywood. Plesse do not mandate broadcaPt flag 
technolo%y for di&d teieviaion. T h d  you for your h e .  

Sincerely: 

David Casti 
42564 Swellowtail Way 
Ashbum, VA 20148 
USA 
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October 11,2003 

Commisaioner Kathleen Q. Abernsthy 
Federal Communicationa Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Waehington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Ksthleen Abemathy, 

I am writins to voice my opposition to m y  FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital televhion. As a c o m e r  
and citizen, I feel amngly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for conemer elecwodcs must be rooted in mnnufacturen' sbility to innovate for their cuetomen. dowing 
movie studios to veto featores of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to ten technologists what new products they can 
create. This wiU result in products that don't necessndy reflect what consumers We me achlauy want, end it could result in me be@ 
chnrged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandatete, I would 0ctullUy be less likely to mate M i n v e h e n t  in DN-capable receivers m d  other 
equipment. I wiU not pay more for devices that h i t  my 
technolo%y for digital television. T h d  you far your time. 

Sincerely, 

Nathaniel LynL  
4631 NE 5th St 
Renton, WA 98059 

USA 

at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast fleg 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Ibthleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washmgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Ibthleen Abemathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digtal 
telemrion. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovahon, consumer 
nghtr, and the ultimate dophon of DTV. 

A robust3 competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allovnng mome s t u d o r  to veto features of DTKreception equipment Mll enable the rtu&os to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This vnll result in products that don't necessanly cetlect 
what consumers like me actually want. and it could result in me bang chvged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers m d  other equipment. I Unll not pay more for demcer that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology tor dgul telemslon. Thvlk you for your h e .  

Sincerely, 

Chnstopher Koentz 
794 Branch Road 
Scottsvllle, VA 24590 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Commienianer Kathleen Q Abbemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Sheet, NW 
Weahgtoh D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I m H.litinp to voice my oppomtion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast ?lag technology for digital television. As a c o m e r  
and &&en, I feel shongly that such a policy would be bad for hovetion, c o m e r  M t s ,  and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for c o n m e r  electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing 
movie studios to veto featwee of DN-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can 
create. lhis will result in products that don't necessady reflect what consumers lite me achlelly want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues n broadcast flng mandate, I would actually be less likely to m&e an invesbnent in DW-capable receivers and ather 
equipment. I will not pay more far devices that limit my rights nt the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcait flag 
technola%y for &&I television. T h d  you for your rime. 

Sincerely, 

ciregoly Cnmmento 
14218 Oxford Drive 
Laurel, MD 20707 
USA 
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October I I, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federa Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to voice my oppooltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal televlslon. As a 
consumer and ctlzen, I feel strongly that such a poky would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlrnate 
adoptlon of DN. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In rnanuhcturen' abllky to Innovate for tnelr 
customers Allowlng movie studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologls*l 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly rdleet what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to m a k  an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that IlmL my rlghto at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely 

Douglas John 
5331 Corteen PI. Sulte 216 
Valley Vlllage, CA 91607 
USA 
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Commissioner Kathleen Q. Ahernathy 
Federal Communications Coanissiun 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTII. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTU-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

William Beegle 
5557 Hobart St Apt 8 
Pittsburgh. PA 15217 
USA 
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Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am writing to vo.ice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. A s  a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me beinq charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipntent. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely. 

Lester Schweiss 
4 0 3 8  Avery Ln 
Bridgeton. MO 6 3 0 4 4  
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Ibthleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communicahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flaf technology for diad 
televlrion. As a consumer and clhzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghtr, and the ulhrnite idophon ot DTV, 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacmrerd abtlity to innovate for 
their customers. Alloulng movie rtudos to veto features of D'IYrecephon equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologstr what new products they can create. This u l l l  result in products that don't necerrdy reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and I t  could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
funcbondity. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an inveshnent in DTV-capable 
recetverr and other equipment. I u l l l  not pay more for devlces that llmit my nghts at the behest of Hollyarood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag terhnology tor dytd televlrion. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Ben Fransk 
6104 Arbour Aue 
Edna, MN 55436 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 1 1  2559 AM, 10/11/03 5413023099 

October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communlcahons Commission 
445 12th Streets NE' 
Washmgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am wndng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digtal 
telemsion. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' atnlity to innovate for 
their customers. Allowng mome studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment Wll enable the stutLos to 
tell technolopts what new products they can create. ?his wll result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want> and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to mike an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I wll not pay more for demces thit lunit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast tlag technology for d@al television. n a n k  you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Adam Schell 
140 W North Hills P1 
State College, PA 16803 
USA 
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October 11,2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Sheet, Mu 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I em Uliting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flsg" technology for &@tal television. As a c m s m e r  
and citiren, I feel shongly that such a policy would be bsd for innovation, consumer rights, end the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for cons~mer elec~oonics must be rooted in manufacluren' ability to innovate forth& cuvtomem Allowing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can 
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect whet consumers lke  me a m d y  want end it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC is~ues a broadcast tbg mandate, I would actually be less Wrely to m&e an hvesbnent h DTV-capable receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Plewe do not mandate broadcast thg 
technology fM di&l television. lhant you for your h e .  

Sincerely, 

Brian Hayward 
2909 Bishop St 
Lswenoe: KS 66046 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. A s  a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technulogists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Joshua Nicholson 
Box 3349. 610 Beacon St. 
Boston. MA U Z 2 1 5  
USA 
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Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am writing to vom my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast f lac  technology for distal 
televlsion. As a consumer and citlzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhrnate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in mnnufacturers' aWty to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment On11 enable the studios to 
tell technologstr what new products they can create. ' h i s  wll  result tn products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it  could result in me being churged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC 155ues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I wll not p y  more tor demces that hmit my rights at the behest of Hollyurood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &@tal television. Thmk you for your b e .  

Sincerely, 

Daniel Quinhlianr 
2134 Gold ICey Est. 
Milford, PA 18337 
USA 
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October 11; 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal CommuniCations Commission 
445 12th Street; NW 
Washkgton, D.C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemnthy. 

I am Writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption af "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. AB a c o m e r  
and citken, I feel shongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer *tu, and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacmers' ability to innovate for their customers. flowing 
movie 8Ndios to veto feaNres of DTV-reception equipment will enable the etudios to tell technologim what new productu they can 
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me scNnlly want, and it oould result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC isnues a broadcast flag mandate. I would a c N d y  be less likely to make m invemnent in DN-capable receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology far di@ television. IhanL: you for your time 

Sincerdly: 

Bku Paulose 
21A Embassy Square, Apt 4 
Tonewanda, NY 14150 
USA 
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October I I, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Cammunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I em wrltlng to volce my oppasltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon c4 "broadcast nag" technology ?or dlglhl televlslon As a 
consumer and cnlzen, I feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rlghts, nnd the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manu(Pcturers' abllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng rnovle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlorfunetlonaltty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recebers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely. 

Adam Funk 
103 Caverns Blvd 
Grottoes, VA 24441 
USA 
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Octaber 11, 2003 

Cammiasioner Kathleen Q Abernsthy 
Federal Communication8 Commission 
445 12th Street: NW 
Washington, D C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy 

I nm m i k g  to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer 
and ci&en; I feel sQon@y that such a policy would be bad for innovation, commner rights, and the ultimate adoptim of D N .  

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufactarm' ability to innovate for thek cuotomm. .4Uowing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell techologiats what new products they EM 
create. lhis will result in produots that don't necessarily reflect what oonsume~s lite me nctudy want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality 

Ifthe FCC issues B broadcast flng mandate, 1 would actudly be less E e l y  to mate an i n v e h e n t  in DTV-capable receivers and other 
equipment I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my n$ts at the behePt of Hollywood. Plewe do not mandate broadcaet flag 
technology for &@tal television. Tho& you for your time. 

Sincerely: 

Ben Phipps 
120 Fairmont Ave 
Waukesha, W I  53188 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
435 12th Street. NW 
gashirigton. D C. 20554 
Dear Kathleen Bbernathy. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad tor innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 
A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-receptlon equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technulogists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flay technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Dan Metcalf 
1370 E Windsor Rd 
Glendale. CA 912U5 
USA 
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Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my npposltlon tn any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology ?or dlgltal televlslon AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innomtlon, consumer rlghn, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN 

A robust, competklve market for consumer e~ectron~es must be rooted In manufacturers' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers AllOWlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell teehnologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neeessarlly reflect what consumen Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor?unctlonallty 

I? the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvem 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more far devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Wllllam Humphrles 
345 Oak St #7 
Mountain Vlew, CA 94041 
USA 
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Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writlng to volce my opposltlon to any FtCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovltlon, consumer rlghts nnd the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronles must be rooted In rnanu?acturers abllky to Innovate tor thelr 
customers Allewlng movle studlos to veto features o? DN-reception equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necesoarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Infertor functlonalny 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recebers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behe8 ol Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadeast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely. 

Davld Faclane 
ID62 Treadstone Ln 
Powder Sprlngs, GA 30127 
USA 



Page 1 Of 1 9.47.33 AM, 10/11/03 5413023099 - 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon or DN 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer eleetronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle Studlos to veto reatures of DN-receptlon equlpment will enable the studlos to tell teehnologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money lor Inferlorfunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devlces that llmk my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you lor your tlme 

Slneerely, 

Rlchard Guenene 
11 b Bancroft Road 
Northampton, MA01060 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton D C  20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposklon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatbn, consumer rlghn, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manutacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle Rudlos to veto features of DTV-reeeptlon equlpment WIII enable the studlos to tell technologlsn 
what n w  produMs they can create This wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonalty 

If the FCC Issue9 a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable reeelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay mare for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hel\ywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Patrlck Swleskowskl 
293 Dunster Mall Center 
Cambrldge, MA 02138 
USA 
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October 11,2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen .%bemathy, 

I m mitin8 to voice my opposition to my FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
and c i ~ e n ,  I feel shongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, md the ultimate adoption of DTV 

-4 robust, oompetitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customem Allou4.q 
movie studios to veto features of Dn'-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell techlogirts what new products they can 
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me a c d y  want, and it could result in me behg 
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flu8 mandate, I would actudy be less likely to mate en hvePhnmt h DTV-capable receivers and other 
equipment. 1 will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Plenne do not mandate broadcast flng 
technolo%y far digital television. lhwt you for your time. 

technology for digital tslevision. rn a consumer 

Sincerely: 

Olenn ElJhgson 
2239 Ellion St 
Sm Jose, CA 95128 
USA 
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Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. A s  a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTU-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Jeffrey Hirsch 
3 4 4 8  Manhattan Avenue 
Saint Louis. MO 63143 
USA 
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Commlssloner Kathleen a Abernathy 
Federa Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street. NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innomtlon, ConSumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competltlve market tor consumer electranks must be rooted In manutacturent abllny to Innomre for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment WIII enable the studlos to tell technologlsb 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlorfunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely. 

Man Kerner 
1081 Roseta 
Columbla, MO 65201 
USA 
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October 11 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton D C  20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltel televlslon AS a 
consumer and cltlzen I feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competHlve market for consumer elecrronlcs must be rooted In manuhcturers' abllRy to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng rnovle studlos to veto features of DW-reeeptbn equlpment WIII enable the studbs to tell technologlscs 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DW-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devices that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgtal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Nlcholas wells 
17404 SE 331st Court 
Auburn, WA 98092 
USA 
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October I I, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communleatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wanhlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to voice my oppooltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon ot "broadcasttlag" technology for dlglta televlslon As a 
consumer and citlren. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competnlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers ablllty to Innovate tor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle stud109 to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to *ell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neeessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlortunetlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equipment I wlll not pay more lor devlces that llmlt my rlghto at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltai televlslon Thank you for your time 

Slncerely. 

Matt LaPralrle 
1406 E lwln Ave 
Phoenh, A2 85042 
USA 



Page 1 of i 8:26.50 AM, i0/11/03 5413023099 . 

October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgita televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manutacturen' ablllty M Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neeessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for lnferlor fUnctlOnallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slneerely, 

Mark Popham 
235 W 103 St ,  Apt 2G 
New York, NY 10025 
USA 
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Commissioner Kathleen 0 Ahernilthv 

Dear Kathleen Abernathg 

I am writing to voice my oppositlon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate aduption of DTU. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-receptlon equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new pruducts they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 


